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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)IEI This action is non-finaL 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) K The drawing(s) filed on 24 February 2004 is/are: a)S accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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Art Unit: 3662 

1. Claims 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 20 recites the limitation "The method" in line 1 . There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 20 recites the limitation "the system" in line 4. There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. 

Applicant may have intended claim 20 to depend from method claim 19 instead of apparatus 
claim 18. 

Claim 21 is rejected for depending from rejected claim 20. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 
country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of 
application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-5, 8, 9 and 15-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
US6064344. The US6064344 reference discloses a blower (172) with sufficient force to cause 
movement of precipitation on window (112) as recited in claims 1 and 8. 

With regards to claims 2, 15, 20 and 21 , the US6064344 reference discloses a blower (172). 
With regards to claim 3. the US6064344 reference discloses a window (112) see column 3, line 
66 - column 4, line 66. 

With regards to claims 4 and 18, the US6064344 reference discloses the window (112) is water 
resistant, see column 4, line 9, 
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With regards to claims 5 and 17, the US6064344 reference discloses blowing air through the 
window (112), which would inherently cause it to vibrate. 

With regards to claims 9 and 19, the US6064344 reference discloses a sensor (200) to activate 
the blower (172). 

With regards to claim 16, the US6064344 reference discloses blowing air through and away 
from the window (112). 

Claims 1-4, 8 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US5065615. 
The US5065615 reference discloses a blower (32) with sufficient force to cause movement of 
precipitation on window (30) as recited in claims 1 and 8. 

With regards to claim 2, the US5065615 reference discloses a blower (see column 3, line 55). 
With regards to claims 3, 4 and 18, the US5065615 reference discloses a window (30). 

4, The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US6064344 in 
combination with JP091 38272. The US6064344 reference discloses the utilization of a blower 
(172) with sufficient force to cause movement of precipitation on window (112) as recited in the 
claim. The difference between the US6064344 reference and the claim is that the claim recites 
the utilization of a corrective model. The JP091 38272 reference teaches that it was well known 
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in the art to correct a signal in accordance with the amount of precipitation in the environment. 
It would have been obvious to modify the US6064344 reference to utilize signal correction as 
motivated by the JP091 38272 reference to enable the US6064344 system to provide more 
accurate data. 

6. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US5065615 in 
combination with JP091 38272. The US5065615 reference discloses the utilization of a blower 
(32) with sufficient force to cause movement of precipitation on window (30) as recited in the 
claim. The difference between the US5065615 reference and the claim is that the claim recites 
the utilization of a corrective model. The JP091 38272 reference teaches that it was well known 
in the art to correct a signal in accordance with the amount of precipitation in the environment. 
It would have been obvious to modify the US5065615 reference to utilize signal correction as 
motivated by the JP091 38272 reference to enable the US5065615 system to provide more 
accurate data. 

7. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US6064344 in 
combination with US5065615. The US6064344 reference discloses the utilization of a blower 
(172) with sufficient force to cause movement of precipitation on window (112) as recited in the 
claim. The difference between the US6064344 reference and the claim is that the claim recites 
directing the air flow tangentially. The US5065615 reference teaches that it was well known in 
the art to direct the air flow tangentially across the system. It would have been obvious to 
modify the US6064344 reference to direct the air flow tangentially as motivated by the 
US5065615 reference to enable the US6064344 system to help keep an antenna cover clean. 

8. Claims 7 and 11-14 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 
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9, Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Dan Pihulic whose telephone number is 571-272-6977. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Tuesday through Thursday from 5:30 a.m. to 4 p.m. If attempts to reach 
the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Thomas Tarcza, can be 
reached on 571-272-6979. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
are; 



Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should 
be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272-3600. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomnation for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



571-273-8300 for official responses, and 



571-273-6977 for unofficial communications. 




Daniel T. Pihulic 
Primary Examiner 
T.C. Art Unit 3662 



